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A study was conducted to determine whether a significant relationship exists
between the teacher'’s judgment of her pupils’ social status and the pupls’ "actual
social rank” in the class. Six teachers (one for each grade from one through six) in @
selected northern Indiana elementary school were given forms listing their pupils.
names accompanied by three columns designated “work companion,” play companion,
and “seat companion” On these forms, teachers ranked their pupls according to how
they perceived each pupil’s acceptance by his classmates in each of the areas. Then
three different sociometric tests were administered to the pupils so they couid rank
each other in each of the three areas. The Spearman Rank-Order Correlation
Coefficient was used to determine the relationship between the teachers’ judgments of
pupls’ sociometric status and the actual sociometric status as measured by the
cociometric tests. It was concluded "that there is a difference between teachers in the
accuracy of their judgments concerning the sociometric status of their pupis.
Therefore, it is recommended that further research be conducted in thic area in order
to determine how teachers’ judgments may be improved so that teachers can, in turn,
become more effective in promoting the social adjustment of pupls. (A 1z2-item
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CHAPIER T
INTRODUCT ION

Modern education has become increasingly aware of
its role in the social and emotional development of todays
students, No longer does the teacher's role consist only
of teaching the cognitive functions. She has now taken on
a lerge share of the responsibllity for the social develope-
nment of her pupils, and 1s continually striving to assist
various pupils become more accepted by thelr classmates,
However, before this can be achlieved it l1ls necessary for
her to have some knowledge of the students! present social
acceptability.

Possibly one could say that a teacher should be
able to acquire this type of information by merely observ-
ing the interactions and relationships within the class.
But, 1ls there really any relatlionship between the teachers
Judgment and the actual socisl rank of her puplls?

Purpose of the Study

This study is en attempt to find out if any signi-
flcant relationship exlsts between the teacher's Judgment of
her pupills! social stabus and the pupils! actual soclal rank
In the class, Or stated in the form of a null hypothesis,
there 1s no signiflcant relatlonship between the teacherty
Judgment of her pupils social status and the pupils! actual
soclal rank in the classa,




R Definition of Terms

For purpose of clarity the terms used in this study
are defined as follows:

Sociometric test==-an instrumexnt which "requlres an
Individual to choose hls assoclates for any group of which
he is or might become a member, "

Criterion-~basls on which assoclates are chosen on
a sociometric test, In this study the criliteria are work
companion, pley companion, and seat companion,

Sociometric status-~"degree to which a pupil is
accepted by hls classmates, in terms of the number of
cholces he recelves from them on a soclometric test."2
% X Teacher Jjudgment--relatlive rank of students to thelr
classmates In terms of the teacher!s estimate of their

sociometric status.
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CHAPPER II
REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Although the literature on sociometric testing is
voluminous, most of it has no direct bearing on the problem
at hand, It appeers as though only a limited number of
studies have been made concerning teachers! judgments of
student sociometric status, and. only a few such studies
have been undertaken recently,

The soclometric test, as such, was devised by
Moreno, and first used in a public school in Brookyln, New
York. All students from kindergarten through eighth grade
were asked to choose from smong their classmates whom they
rould most prefer to have sit near them. Moreno described
the results of this first attempt as follows:

As a consequence of the test glven to these
pupils a complex structure of the class organization
was uncovered, wldely differing from the prevalent
one. A number of pupils remained unchosen or isolat-
ed; a number chose each other, forming mutual pairs,
triangles, or chalns; others attracted so many c:hoicos3
thet they captured the center of the stage like others?

A more extensive study concerning sociometric tests
in the classroom was conducted by Bronfenbrenner. As a 1w
sult of his study, Bronfenbrenner found that the nmunber of
cholces a student receives on a sociometric test is a reli-
able index of sociometric status, He states:

In sunmary, for soclometric situstions ine
volving as many as three criteria with five choilces




allotted per person, the total number of choices re-

celved by each child may be used with reasonable

confldence as a reliable index of sociometric status

provided the number of criteria and cho&ces allotted

remains constant for all groups tested.

Ever since the sociometrilc technlque was devised by
Moreno there has been some question as to whether an out-
side observer could judge the sociometric status of members
of a group. In Moreno's original administratlon of the test
he asked the teachers to judge which boy and girl would re-
ceive mcst of the choices from their classmates and which
two would receive next most. Furthermore, he asked them to
judge which two would receive the least choices and which
two would receive the next least., OConcerning the teachers!
judgments he commented:that "in 48 per cent of the instances
the teachers! judgments coincided with the findings through
the sociometric test in respect to the two most chosen boys
and girls; in 38 per cent of the instances in respest o
the least chosen boys and girls in her classroom, n5
Bonney conducting a sociometrlc study had three

fifth grade teachers meke judgments concerning their pupils!
goclometric status., In this astudy the teachers were asked
to place thelr students in five categories--highest group,
above average, about average, below average, and lowest
group. Bonney found that in compearing the teachers! group=
ings of thelr students with the soclometric results that,
"approximately ninety per cent of the children were placed

by the teachers, eilther in the seme quintile, or only one
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removed from that in which they were placed by pupll
choices,"®

In another study by Bonney thirteen teachers were
asked to make judgments in regard to the sociometric status
of 291 high school students, These students were asked to
gselect their two best friends, The results were then dl-
vided into three groups--high, middle, and low., The high
group consisted of those who had received three or more
choices; the middle group one or two choices; and the low
group no choices, Three months later the thirteen teachers
were asked to rate the students in the high, middle, or low
group on the basis of their estimate of how many cholces
each student received, The average accuracy of teachers!
judgment was L5 per cent for the high and middle group, and

28 per cent for the low group.7

Gage, Leavitt, and Stone in a much more extenslve
investigation compared the judgments of 103 teachers In
fourth, fifth, and sixth grade classes, with the results of
a soclometric test which was given to their students. In

this test the pupile were asked to choose the five children

in their room whom they would most prefer to have as class-

metes 1f the class were divided into two groups. The
teachers! judgments conslsted of predilcting which five
children each pupil would choose, The relationship between
the teachers! judgments and the sociometric results weas

then determined by correlating the number of cholces each
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pupil received on the sociometric test with the number of
choices the teacher predicted each pupil would recelve. An
average correlation coefficient of .18 was obtained for the

103 teachers which shows a fair degree of relationship bo=
8

tween teachers! judgments and pupils! choices.

In another study Gronlund asked the teachers to rank
their pupils in the order in which they thought the pnpils

were accepted by thelr classmates instead of having them

predict the exact responses each individual would make.

Then the relationship between the teachers! judgments and
the sociometric results was determined by correlating the
teachers' rank-order predictions of their pupilst'! accept=-
ance with the pupils'! actual rankings, based on the num-
ber of scciometric choices each pupil recelved. As a re-
sult Gronlund obtdained an average correlation coefficient
of .60 for 4O sixth grade teachers' judgments using three
di: ferent sociometric criteria: work companion, play com-
panion, and seat companion. Their judgments of pupll ac-
ceptance as work companions was found to be a correlation of
.61, for play companions .55, and for seat companions .62,
Although Gronlund found a diffierence in the accura-
cy of teachers! judgments among the criteria of work com-
panion, play companion, and seat companion, he found no dif -

ference in the accuracy of teachers! judgments of the socio=

metriec status of boys and girls.9

Tn a more recent study Hoffman, Amidon, and Schantz

asked 28 teachers in an elementary school to anticipate the

R VR SR et s 2




ke three puplls in their class who would recelve the most
choices as workmates, the three who would receive the most
choices as playmates, and the three who would receive the
most cholces as seatmates, When the teachers had completed
their judgments the students were asked to name the thres
children in their class with whom they would most like to

TN NIRRT AT RA T T T e

work with, the three thLey would most like to play with, and
the three they would most like to sit near,

The correlation of the teachers! judgments with the
sociometric test scores indicated that the primary grade
teachers were better sble to anticipate children's cholces
then were the intermediate grade teachers, It was found

that the intermediate grade teachers were best able to pre-

dict children's choices of playmates, and that primary
grade teachers were best able to anticipate children's
choices of seatmates, Furthermore, they concluded that the
least perceptive teachers chose children on the basis of in-
telligence in all three categories, However, the perceptive
teachers were aware of soclal realities and were thus more
capable of judging children's choices.?
In summary, the literature related to this study has
indicated that the sociometric test may be used as a rell-
able index of sociometric status, and that 1t has been found
to be fairly stable. However, in regard to teachers! judg-

ments of pupil sociometric status it is evident that the
ability of teachers to make such judgments varies widely

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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smong teachers., Some teachers being quite accurate, where=
as, some are very poor judges. Also in reviewing related
regsearch it appears that in some studies there has been a
difference in the teachers! degree of accuracy in the three
categories:s work companion, play companion, and seat

companion,
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CHAPTER ITTI
MEFHOD OF INVESTIGATION

The procedure used in this study may be described
as follows: six teachers, representing grades one through
six In a selected northern Indiana elementary school, were
gsked to make judgments concerning the sociometric status
of ‘thelr puplls, BEach teacher was given two teacher judg-
menl; forms, one containing the nemes of the girls in her
room, and one containing the names of the boys. To the
rigﬁp of these names were three columns, one for work com-
paniﬁn, one for play companion, and one for seat companion,
Beginning with the judgment form for girls each teacher
ranked her girl pupils iIn the order In which she judged

they would be accepted by their classmates as work compan-

ions., This same procedure was then followed for the glrlst
ecceptsnce as play companions, and finally as weat compan-
jons, When this judgment form was completed the above pro=-
cedure was repeated for the boys! judgment form,.

After both of these forms were compléte slx sets of
Judgments were received from each teacher: “one each for the

sociometric status of girls as work compenions, play com-

panions, and seat companions; and one each for the socio-
metrlic status of boys as work companions, play companlons,

and seat companions,

The next step was to administer sociometrlc tests to

the six participating classes. At the beglnning of this
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testing each teacher provided her pupils with a complete

1ist of all the pupils in the room. She then asked them to
select from this list the names of five classmates with
whom they would most prefer to work,witirs~ Then They were
instructed to write these five names down on a slip of
paper which wgs later collected., The use of five cholces
was decided upon since it was found by Groniund that the

reliability of sociometric status increased with the nmumber

of cholces up to five.ll

On the following day each student was asked to se-
lect the five pupils with whom he would most prefer to play
wisl, and list their nemes, On the third day each student
listed the five pupils he would most prefer to sit near,
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CHAPTLER IV
ANALYSIS OF DATA

To determine if there was any relationship between
the teachers?! judgments and the sociometric status of their
pupils the following procedure was carried out for each of
the six classes, The number of cholces each pupil received
was tallied separately for each of the three sociometric
tests, Each cholce was assigned a value of one regardless
of whether it wes a first, second, third, fourth, or fifth
choice., When these results were tabulated the puplls were
then renked, with the pupil receiving the most votes being
assigned the rank of 1, the pupil recelving the second most
votes being assigned the rank of 2, gnd so forthe In the
case where several pupils received the seme number of votes
they were each assigned the medlan rank. For example, if
three pupils each received elght votes, a nd if this hap=-
pened to be the highest number of votes received by anyone,
then each of the three pupils would be assigned the medlan
rank of 2.

After completing this process a total of slx sets
of sociometric ranks was obtained for each class with three
of these sets being for the girls, and three for the boys.
The Spesrman Rank~Order Correlation Coefficlent was then
used to calculate the correlstion between the six sets of the
teacher!s judgments and the six sets of sociometric results

12

from each clasgs, These correlation coefflcients are




presented in Table 1.

TABLE 1, CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS OF TEACHER JUDGMENTS
AND PUPIL SOCIOMETRIC STATUS BY GRADE AND SELECTED
SOCIOMETRIC CRITERIA

Work Play Seat
companion companion companion

Mean (girls)

o5l 23
o 10 09
.62 030

067 081
.82 .56
«26 69

Mean (boys) «50 | 45

An examination of Table 1 reveals that teachers vary
from .09 to .8l in their ability to make soclometric judge
ments, and lt also seems that teachers In this study made

better judgments concerning thelr girls than thelr boys,
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The mean accuracy of teachers? judgments for girls being
higher in all three categories than the mean accuracy for
boys in these categories, In comparing these means it ap=-
pears that teachers did nearly equally well in each of the
cateyories,

In order to retain or reject the null hypothesis
that, there is no signigicant relatlonship between the
teachers judgment of her pupils! soclal status and the pu=-
pils! actual social rank in the class, the correlation cow
efficients were epplied to the p-test at the .05 level of
signit‘icance.lB The results are presented in Table 2.

TABLE 2, ANALYSIS OF TEACHER JUDGMENT AND PUPIL SOCIOMETRIC

STATUS ACCORDING TO SELECTED SOCIOMETRIC CRITERIA
CLASSIFIED BY SEX

Soclometric Null
criteria hypothesls

Work 10 Reject
Play 10 Reject
Seat 1.0 Reject

Work 13 RejJect
Play 13 Retalin
Seat 6 13 Reject

Work L7 Retain
Play 17 L6 Reject
Seat Y 17 ol16 Rejoect

¥p = correlation, df = degrees of freedom




TABLE 2 (Continued)
Sex. Sociometric r* ar £,05 Null
criteria hypothesis
GRADE 2 (Continued)
Boys Work ¢ 10 15 418 | Retain
Boys Play «09 15 o8 Retain
Boys Seat e 20 15 118 Retain
GRADE 3
Glrls Work 60 16 U7 Reject
Girls Play o6l 16 ol7 Reject
Girls Seat 069 16 U7 RejJect
Boys Work 62 12 53 Reject
Boys Play ¢ 30 12 53 Retain
Boys Seatb « 30 12 eb3 Retain
* GRADE U
N Girls Work 79 11 55 Reject
Girls Play oltl 1l 55 Retain
Girls Seat 56 11 55 Re ject
Boys Work o 67 18 oLy, Reject
Boys Play »8L 18 oLt} Reject
Boys Seat 72 18 olils Reject
GRADE b
Girls Work o 7L 11 55 Reject
Girls Play .81 1l R Reject
Girls Seab o Oly 11 55 Reject
Boys Work 82 13 5l Reject
Boys Play o 56 13 o5l Reject
Boys Seab oLl 13 oDl Retain
GRADE 6
Glrls Worlk 3L 13 . 51 Retain
Glrls Play 50 13 51 Rebtain
Girls Seat «28 13 o5l Retain
Boys Work e 26 13 o5l Retain
o Boys Play 69 13 W51 Reject
o Boys Seatb 62 13 o5l Reject
- |

r & correlation, df o degrees of freedum




A
Y

15

In reviewing Table 2 it is evident that in 13 ine-
stences the null hypothesis was retained, whereas, in 23
cagses 1t was rejected. Also 1t appears that the null hy-
pothesis was rejected glmost an equal number of times in
each of the three cetegories: elght times for work compans
ion, seven times for play companion, and elght times for
gest companion, This would seem to indicate that generally
gpeaking there was no one area in which the teachers! Judg-
ments were sccurete to a greater or lesser degree.

In examining Table 2 1t appears that teachers! judg=
ments do not necessarily increase or decrease as 0no ascends
from first grade through sixth grads. In fact, the number
of times the primery grade teachers rejected the null hy-
pothesls was almost equal bo the number of times it was re-
jected by intermediate grade teachers., This mumber beling

oleven times for primary teachers, and twelve for inter-

medlate,teachers,

B i, |
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CHAPTER V
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDAT ION

Sunmmary

The subject of this study was that of determining if
there was any relationship between the accuracy of teachers!
judgments concerning their pupils! socilal astetus and the pu=-
pils?! actual social rank in the class. Six teachers were
involwred in this study with one representing each of the
grades from one through six, Each teacher was glven two
teacher judgment forms, one pertaining to the girls in her
room, end one pertaining to the boys. On each of these
forms were listed the puplls! nemes and to the right of
these were three columns: one for work companion, one for
play companion, and one for seat compenion. The teachers
used these columns to renk their pupils according to how
they perceived thelr puplls were asccepted by thelr clags~
metee in each of these areas, The rank of 1 belng assigned
to the pupil whom the teacher Judged would receive the most
choices from his classmates in thabt particular category.
The rank of 2 thus being given to the pupill whom the teachw
er felt would receive the second most choices, and so forth
on down the line. Since boys and girls were ranked sepa-
rately each teacher completed six sets of rankings, three

for girle, and three for boys.
After the teachers' judgments were completed three
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{'\) different sociometric tests were adminlstered to thelr pu-
pils with one being given each day for three successilve
days. On the first dey the puplls were asked to list the
five puplls in their class with whom they would most pre-
| fer to work with; the second day they listed the names of
k’ the five pupils they would most prefer to play with; the

third dey the pupils listel the names of the five class-

metes with whom they would most prefer to sit near. The

number of choices a pupil received on each of the tests

was calculated end in this way each pupll could be ranked

in each of the categories. Since there were three crie=

teria used in giving the sociometrlic tests each pupll re=-
= celved a seperate ranking for each of these categorles,

To determine the relationship between the teacherst
judgments of the soclometrilc stabus and the actual soclo=
metrlc status as measured »y the sociometrlc tests, the
Spearman Renk-Order Correlation Coefflclent was used. Since
there were slx classes involved in this study a total of 36
correlations was obtained, Then in order to retaln or ro-

ject the null hypothesis that there is no significant re-

lationghip between the teacher's judgment of her puplls!
soclal status end the pupils' ectual soclal rank in the
olass, the correlations were compered with the yp-scores at
the .05 level of significance. As a result the null hy-

pothesis was retalned 13 tlmes, and rejected the remalning

Q) 23 times,
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It appears that the nmull hypothesis was rejected al-
most an equal mumber of times for each of the three cri-
teria:s eight times for work compaﬁion, seven times for pay
companion, and eight times for seat companion., When the
primary and intermediate grades are compared it 1s evident
that the null hypothesis was rejected nearly the same num-

ber of times by each.
Conclusions

In examining the results of this study 1t appears
that there is a difference between teachers in the accu-
racy of their judgments concerning the sociometric status
of their pupils. The correlation coefficients representing
the accuracy of the teachers'! judgments ranged from .09 to
oS, In general teachers wepe more accurate in judging
their girls than thelr boys, with the mean accuracy of
teachers! judgments for girls being higher in all three
categories than their judgments for boys. It is evident in
comparing these means that teachers did equally well in
judging their pupils according to work companions, play ocom-
panions, and seat companions, Also it appears that primary
and intermediate grade teachers did almost equally well in
their judgments,.

S oy
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CJ Reccmmendation

Since the soclal ddjustment of pupils has become one
of the objectives of modern education it is important that
a teacher be able to judge the social status of her pupils
in order to help them further their social ddjustment, How=
ever, this study has shown that the ability of teachers to
make such judgments variles widely among teachers. Perheps,
i1t would be valuable to conduct further research in this
area to determine if, and how the teachers! judgments could
be improved and become more accurate. FPossibly this could
be schiéved through specific training in this area. Hope-
fully this increased accuracy would, in turn, help teachers
| é\) become more effective in promoting the social adjustment of
thelr pupills,

ERIC
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APPENDIX

Appendix A
Teacher Judgment Forms

Teacher Judgment -~ Glrls Grade Level

Girls Names Work Play Seat
Companion Companion Companion

Le
2.

b

S
6

Te

9.
10,
11,
12,
13.
1l

15,
16,

17




Teacher Judgment -~ Boys

Grade Level

Boys Names

Work
Companion




4w
Lo

g

29

Appendix B

Teacher Judgment Rankings and Pupil
Sociometric Rankings According
To Grade Level and Selected
Soclometric Criliteria

Pupil

Teacher judgment Pupll
soclometric status

GIRLS, GRADE 1, WORK COMPANIONS

1 10 7
2 b lie5
En 1 1e5
6 10
6 8 7
7 9 10
8 2 1.5
10 5 h‘ﬁ 5
GIRLS, GRADE 1, PLAY COMPANIONS
1 10 9
g 2 LS
& e 2
{
5 8 Te5
6 7 10,5
L 2 ';.5
9 1 6
10 5 1
1l 11 10.5
GIRLS, GRADE 1, SEAT COMPANIONS ty
1 10 9
2 3 345
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Pupil Teacher judgment Pupil

sociometric status

£

LA

GIRLS, GRADE 1, SEAT COMPANIONS (Continued)

3 5 3¢5
L Iy 11
5 7 6e5
6 8 6e5
T 9 9
8 2 1
9 1 3.5
10 6 3¢5
11 11 9
BOYS, GRADE 1, WORK COMPANIONS
1 | 6 N
2 3 1
3 7 L.
L 8 l
5 13 13
6 b 10
7 12 1l
8 1 Te5
9 11 I
10 9 11.5
11 5 L
12 2 Teb5
13 10 9
1k 1l 11.5
BOYS, GRADE 1, PLAY COMPANIONS
1 | 13- 9.5
2 2 1
g‘ 6 11
8 245
5 12 1l
6 5 5e5
T T 12.5
8 1 9.5
9 10 Se5
10 ) 8




A

Pupil

Teacher judgment
soclometric status

BOYS, GRADE 1, PLAY COMPANIONS (Cont imied)

11
12
13
1k

BOYS, GRADE 1, SEAT COMPANIONS

WoON UFwih e

10
11l

12
i

U

- s = [~

W~ FUlPWwY HEHWO
e O @ ® o & @ O e o ®

CGIGIGERGICIGIGIG B Y

GIRLS, GRADE 2, WORK COMPANIONS

=

- =
WUt Ut

[ I 4

oMY
=
% RBuneE

=
W H OW
®
GG

o

=t




Teacher judgment Pupil
sociometric status

GIRLS, GRADE 2, WORK COMPANIONS (Contimed)

16 8
17 )
18 T

n
e o
v\

GIRLS, GRADE 2, PLAY GCOMPANIONS

18
I
17
11
12
16
8
1
5

13

1l
10
6

15

7
9
2

W
)

=
(VLA VLAY

=

&
vl bl b

=
WHNW O

GIRLS, GRADE 2, SEAT COMPANIONS

18

=
Vo~ NEFEwWwihH
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Pupil Teacher judgment Pupll
sociometric status

GIRLS, GRADE 2j5 SEAT COMPANIONS (Continued)

11 13 12
12 17 12
i& 1; 1645
2
15 16 16,5
16 8 3¢5
1g 10 6
1 . 9

BOYS, GRADE 2, WORK COMPANIONS

1 1 8e
2 g 89%
3 7 12
i 9 3
5 3 12
6 6 5¢5
. 2 8.5
9 10 1u:5
10 16 12
11 12 De5
12 11 1
iﬁ i Be5
15 1 16
16 15 1.5
BOYS, GRADE 2, PLAY COMPANIONS
1 7 10,5
2 10 665
3 6 16
Iy 11 3
5 3 o5
: s
8 16 1015




SFGr T N N

s

3l

Fupll

Teacher judgment

sociometrlc status

BOYS, GRADE 2, PLAY COMPANIONS (Continued)

9 8
10 15
11 13
12 i
13 12
1 5
15 1
16 V]
BOYS, GRADE 2, SEAT COMPANIONS

1 10

2 5

a a

5 12

6 11

! 1i

9 9
10 16
11 8
12 13
1 :
15 ly
16 15

GIRLS, GRADE 3, WORK COMPANIONS

=N niFwhH

15
9

1

W=l MO

105

=
O o\

\nun

e

=
\D\J‘lz—'i-‘!\)
U

13.5




Teacher judgment Pupil
soclometric status

GIRLS, GRADE 3, WORK COMPANIONS (Continued)

9 16

10 1]
1l 8

12 17
13 12

1, 2
15 11
16 3
17 5

GIRLS, GRADE 3, PLAY COMPANAONS

"

6

il
2

13

l
1l
12
10

1
16
15
1
9

5
3

GIRLS, GRADE 3, SEAT COMPANIONS

16
13
6
12
2
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Pupil

Teacher judgment

gsociometric status

GIRLS, GRADE 3, SEAT COMPANIONS (Continued)

6 5
T 7
8 8
9 10
10 11
11 1
12 17
13 15
1l 9
15 1l
16 3
17 L
BOYS, GRADE 3, WORK COMPANIONS
1
: s
3 2
Iy 11
5 9
6 6
§ f:
10
9 8
10 12
11
12 ;
13 1

BOYS, GRADE 3, PLAY COMPANIONS

1
2
:

OO

1245
1245
1245

le5
17

645

6.5
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(y
Pupll Teacher Judgment Pupll
sociometric status
BOYSS$ GRADE 3, PLAY COMPANIONS (Continued)
? i% 1%'5
8 3 o5
9 11 12
10 12 2
11 8.5
12 % 10.5
- 13 5 o5
BOYS, GRADE 3, SEAT COMPANIONS
1 1 805
2 T 3¢5
; n 52
() 5 3 11,5
6 8 845
1 13 1l
8 11 3.5
9 10 11.5
10 12 3.5
13 : 5.5
2 .
13 5 1.5
GIRLS, GRADE ., WORK COMPANIONS
1 12 12
2 8 10
; : 1
£ 1 1.5
6 L. 75
T 7 6
8 10 11
9 6 i
10 9 I

()

ST SRR R AR
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Pupll Teacher Judgment Pupil
soclometric status

GIRLS, GRADE li, WORK COMPANIONS (Continued)

1l 3 Iy
12 11 9
GIRLS, GRADE li, PLAY COMPANIONS
1 12 11,5
% 13 1%05
L 5 10
5 1 1
6 2 Te5
7 6 Te5
8 9 Te5
9 % TeB
10 3
11 7 5
12 11 3
GIRLS, GRADE l, SEAT COMPANIONS
1 12 12
2 12 1&
; - 8.5
5 1 1
6 2 7
E g 10
8¢5
9 ly. Iy
10 9 3
11 3 2
12 11: 5
BOYS, GRADE l., WORK COMPANIONS
1 9 6
2 1L 1745
3 17 175
Iy 1 1
5 16 17.5

by ek i et i
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Teacher Judgment Pupil
sociometrlc status

BOY S, GRADE lt, WORK COMPANIONS (Continued)

6

[
11

3
10

hy
2

8

13
12

5
)
18
19

BOYS, GRADE li, PLAY COMPANIONS

8
12
16

7
L7

=
Ho o

© WVWwWwiRWw\e \n

HEpE
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Teacher judgment Pupil
sociometric status

BOYS, BRADE li, SEAT COMPANIONS

6
15
17

5
16

9
8

12
2
1l

i
1

hy
10
13

%

19

GIRLS, GRADE 5, WORK COMRANIONS

1l
12

oOo~NoE pwH

=2
ne v




W2

SENA
Pupll Teacher judgment Pupil
gociometbrlie status
GIRLS, GRADE 5, PLAY COMPANIONS
1 12 111
2 8 12
3 7 6
N 6 9
5 5 2.5
6 3 ly
'g : z
5 ¢ :
10 11 9
11 10 9
12 1 2.5
an GIRLS, GRADE 5, SEAT COMPANIONS
e 1 11 12
2 12 111
1 3 32
5 Iy 5e¢5
6 5 8.5
7 1 1
8 7 8.5
9 8 8.5
10 9 8.5
11 10 5s5
12 2 P
BOYS, GRADE 5, WORK COMPANHONS
1 13 1345
> 13 §:5
L 8 6
[ 1 2¢5
A 6 1“‘ 13‘5
‘ T 5 6
A 8 5 I




Teacher judgment Pupil
sociometric status

BOYS, GRADE 5, WORK COMPANIONS (Continued)
9 12

10 10
11 Iy

12

13 !

1y 9
BOYS, GRADE 5, PLAY COMPANIONS
3.0

oo
[ )
U

=

1
2
1
5
6
T
8
9

=
HWwWOY wNHNW

~ -
DO N W

wE

BC¥S, GRADE 5, SEAT COMPANIONS
12

= 1
~NRHOO Fou

w




Teacher judgment Pupil
sociometric status

BOYS, GRADE 5, SEAT COMPANAONS (Continued)
il
3

13

1l

GIRLS, GRADE 6, WORK COMPANIONS
1

10

11 11
12 10
13 1y
1 9
GIRLS, GRADE 6, PLAY COMPANIONS

=3
WwHFHMNW

ol -~
oo b whonio




Teacher Judgment

Pupil
soclometric status

GIRLS, GRADE 6, SEAT COMPANIONS

10

11
12

it

=
FowE=

=
o= O\

\\o)

12

13
10

BOYS, GRADE 6, WORK COMPANIONS

2

13
9

BOYS, GRADE 6, PLAY COMPANIONS

L

5
1

1l
13

-
x.»g-'-r-m\o
v

)
o
W

=
wWNHO ==pREuviw

°
\n

™
wm
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Pupil Teacher judgment Pupil
soclometric status

BOYS, GRADEW6, PLAY COMPANIONS (Continued)

6 7 12
7 10 55
8 3 2
9 6 8.5
10 2 5e5
11 1l 10
12 12 13.5
13 9 T
1y 8 Ly
BOYS, GRADE 6, SEAT COMPANIONS
1 3 10
2 7 2
3 2 3
I 12 11
5 1l 13
6 8 13
T 10 I
8 1 1
9 6 Be5
10 L. 5e5
11 13 8o 5
12 . 11 13
13 9 7
5 5

°
\Un
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